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J. Lee's letter (of Dec. 11) says of my 
criticisms of severs of Roy Meachum’s 
columns, “I am assuming it is the only 
part of the paper he reads.” Like 
Meachum's assumptions, Lee is wrong 
but unlik e Meachum, Lee is honest in 
describing the statement as assumption 
while Meachum, flaunting contempt for 
us yokels, presents his as fact. The most 
recent example is his lambasting the 
FBI for the deficiencies in the security 
investigation of the spy Pollard when 
the FBI had nothing to do with it 
(Naval Investigative Service did and, 
characteristically, Meachum was unfair 
and inaccurate.) 

After the first couple I've avoided 
Meachum's columns except where the 
headings attracted my interest because 
I do not need him to rehash the metro- 
politan newspapers for me and I’ve 
found his opinions unoriginal and shal- 
low. I've also found he is less informed 
than he pretends, particularly about 
national and international affairs in 
which my own participation and writing 
began a half-century ago. 

In the event Lee has any intrest other 
than Backing for Meachum, 1 have no 
reluctance in stating that what I like 
best in the papers is their interest in and 
reporting on the many fine things 


characteristic of this area and its people 
— who are not yokel, regardless of their 
knowledge or lack of knowledge of 
national and international affairs. An 
example in today’s paper is the matter 
of improving the assistance to battered 
wives and their children. This reflects 
widespread community concern and 
decency. \ 

Lee claims that Meachum “does not 
make the news he only comments on it,” 
which Lee describes as “well-needed 
spice.” Lee errs. In exonerating 
Arafat’s terrorist assistant Abbas, 
Meachum was “making” news — 
making it up entirely, and he has been 
without apology. In stating that Jews, 
kill Arab children Meachum also was 
“making” news and misleading and 
misinforming his readers as well as 
inciting anti-Semitism. 

Arab fratricide is nearing holocaust 
proportions and in this Arab babies are 
being slaughtered — but by Arabs , not 
by the Jews as Meachum, without 
apology or regret did report, as sup- 
posed (act, not a matter of opinion. 

Surely Lee knows better than to ape 
Meachum and allege that I “seem to be 
blaming Roy Meachum for all the past 
evils directed toward the Jews.” I did 


no such thing and didn’t suggest it in any 
way. I did say that Meachum was 
parroting some of the more notorious of 
recent anti-Semitic propagandists and I 
understated that. I would not have been 
exaggerating if I’d compared his gross 
slander, that it is the Jews who are 
killing the Arab children, with the mon- 
strous fabrication of the Russian czar’s 
secret police, that Jews killed gentile 
children to use their blood in religious 
observances'. Is there really much 
difference between this fabrication, still 
widely believed and distributed by rac- 
ists under the title of “The Protocols of 
the Learned Elders of Zion” and the 
Meachum fabrication that it is the Jews 
who are killing all those innocent Arab 
children? t 

We are .blessed to live in a land in 
which anyone can hold any opinion and 
if Lee wants to believe this dirty, rotten, 
unregretted and un withdrawn slanders, 
whether -of the FBI or of Jews as a 
people, is “spice” and “is well-needed,” 
Lee was born with that right. I make my 
own assumption. It is that most of your 
readers do not agree with Lee on this. 

— 

HAROLD WEISBERG 

Old Receiver Road, Frederick 
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